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ABSTRACT 

A nine-year sumnaiy cr the acadeaic perfcrmance of 
"hiqh-risk" students at tne university ct Fittsturgb is presented* 
The subiects investiqatec were 1,77C students who entered the: 
Uni versity-Ccmmunity Educational Frcarans (Q-CEf) from 1S68 to 1976. 
Tne report focused on tne following areas: student acadeitjc 
backqrounds; stude..- ^'irst-year perfcrnance; student attrition rates; 
and student qiaduation rates. Compariscrs Vfere aade tetween U-CEF 
cstudents and reqular adjiits*. The results shewed ttiot giver, the 
opportunity and adequate support, the "high--tisK" student can 
succeed, altnouqh at a lower rate than the r egu Jar-adsit student. 
(Author/SPG) 
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A Longitudinal Analysis of Lhe Porfornance o£ "High Risk" Students 
Diani? D- Eddins, Ihc University of Pittsburgh 

This paper represents a nine-year sunniary of the academic performance 
of '^high risk" students at The University of Pittsburgh. The subje'-^'- 
investigated were 1770 students, entering the University-Coirjnunity 
Educational Prograins (U-CEP), 1968-1976. The report focused on the 
folloi^ing areas: (1) student academic backgrounds; (2) student first- 
year i^erformance; (3) student attrition rates; and (4) student graduation 
rates • Comparisons uere made bec;;ecn U-CEP students and regular ad:riits. 
The results showed that given th.j opportuiity a.:d adequate support, the 
"high risk" student can succeed, although at a lower rate than the 
regular ad^iit stud^*at. 
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A LO.^'GITUDT^L\L A::A LYSIS GF 

Tiu: PERFORi-i\::Ci- of 



'Hie past; doc/ide has sho-.cn a substantial increase in institutional 
programs designed to enhance educational opportunities for disadvantaged 
students. Characteristic of these programs are special admission 
procedures, counseling and tutorial support services, special course vork, 
and financial assistance. The typical program-student is a member of 
a ninority -group; comes from a comparatively lo; er socioeconomic back- 
groutid; has academic deficiencies; and has been provided with little or 
no pre-college exposure. Several names have be^^n given to these students, 
suclt as culturally-deprived, educationally-disadvantaged, educational- 
opportunity students, non- traditional students, and special admits. 
Usaally they are considered hi^h academic risks in terms of traditional 
predictive criteria. 

A major area of coiicern and research on these special programs 
r been their success as n^iasiTed by Che students' performances. Studies 
have varied substantially in terms of popuiaiioa size, variables considered, 
and reported results. Iviehl and ?!uehl (1972) ro,)orted a 76 perccn' 
re lent ion rate after tp.e r^econd ^.er.ester and ^6 per cent after ih't 
fourt'n semester. JenruT a und [,unn?hort^ C1970) in Healed i 69 per 
cent rate nfrer the fircA yeir, a.vi Klinc^.elhofec and Lo-i^acre (1972) 
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reported a 41 per cent rate after seven senesfiers, compared to^52 per 
cent for regular admits. Bynum (1972) nurve>cd 469 four-year institutions 
with special programs, and reported a 19 p^r cent first-year dropout 
rate and grade-point averages similar to regular admits. Bynum also 
advocated the use of caution in interpreting results, because often 
they are based on remedial or less-stringent course v^rk and lighter 
course loads. Loeb (1974) indicated that delayed drop procedures can 
inflate first-year survival rates, Loeb reported a 40 per cent gradua- 
tion rate, compared to 60 per cent for regular admits. Other studies 
reporting student performance rates are Kitano and Miller (1970), 
Tinto (1974), and New York State (1975). 

The University-Community Educational Programs (U-CEP) was designed 
for '*high-risk*' students at the University of Pittsburgh. It provides 
adrr.ission, courses, and courjseling support, u~CEP v;as started in 
196S. According to traditioaal University admissions criteria, the 
U-CEP-type student (pri^dominately Black), in prior years, had been 
denied admission. ihe iniorir.ation provided in this report represents 
a nine-year sumrnary of the academic performance of these students. 

ME rHOD 

The subjectf, investi ;ated \'oce 1,770 students eatoring U-CFP, 1968- 

1976, 'Ihe report focused on the foHo ;ing area<; : 

I, StMdvnt acader'lc back '^^rou :k1 > - A cor.ipir iso:i was ma-Jo 
bctiw'-en the acrid.^nic ack'^rounds of U-CEP students 
and re';ular adiMt';, to ^>:sow why the U-CHP ^Ludoat 
i'-j pl',ce<l in a .sp-ciai pr<'r;rar\ 
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^* Student f Irot - ye-^r p e r f u rig i v c e - i ii pcriorr?ance of f>tudents 
wa.s examined in tennr of their credits passed and 
acliicvcd grado-poin^: avc^rases. Probation rates 
vrcre vie^.;ed by year, and co'nparisons 'w'ere made between 
Pittsburgh inner-city U-CtP students and other U-CEP 
students. 

3. Student attrition rates -An examination was made of 
student attrition rates to deter^nine what percentage 
of students leave the program and during which phase 
of their academic year. 

4. Student graduation rates- The student graduation rate 

was presented for each year. Major areas of conceutration 
were examined and a profile of a "successful" U-CEP 
student was presented. 



RESULTS 

Table 1 compares the acadenic background of regular admits (VA) 
and U-CE? students. K.\ high school ranks average in the 81st poTconLile 
(1/5), \;hile U-CEP stnient. ranks vary /ro:n the 70th percentile (2/3) 
to the 47Lh oercentile Ihcr^^ Is an average difference of SAT 

scores of 15o (verbal), 182 (rnath), a.id 3S8 (combined). Tne lower 
U-CCP SAT scores for 1976 reflect a move by the Jniversity to e::pand 
its admissions criteria to include forner high-scoria-^ U-CEP students 
as regular adnits. 



Tabl- 1 

Academic Background Comparison 
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student firsl-year perfornaacc is sho;;n iu Table 2. The first year 
is defined as two completed terr.\s. Studt^nts are expected to pass, 
minimally, 12 credits per torn or 24 credics a year, and maintain a 
2.0 grade-point average. Performance belov; these levels is probationary. 
The table indicates that for each year, the average credits passed is 
at a probationary level (below 24 credits), although generally students 
maintain a 2.0 grade-point average. The nuinber of students on probation 
each year ranges froir. 53 per cent to 80 per cent. Some students are on 
probation because of credit dof icicncies ; others fall below the required 
grade-point average; but the majority on probation fal] below standards 
on both credits passed and grade-point averages. Often, attenance in 
the surix^or term enables stuaents to reach satisfactory performance 
levels before the end of the full academic year. 



Table 2 
First-Year Performance 
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The table show^that students fro:n Pittsburgh's inner-city school 
system consistently have a higher probation rate than their U-CEP 
classmates. The other student category includes students from surround- 
ing suburbs, private and parochial schools, and students outside ojE the 
Pittsburgh area, including those froT* out of the state. 

Student attrition rates are shoim in Table 3. The number of students 
in each class is presented, along with the number of inacti^^e students 
by year. The table shows that attrition rates vary greatly from year 
to year. For example, 48 per cent of the 1968 class dropped out, 
compared to 70 per cent for the 1970 class and 47 per cent for the 1973 
class. Except for 1968, the first-year attrition rate centers around 
20 per cent. This figure, v;hen compared to the 60 per cent first-year 
probation rates reported in Table 2, indicates that student attrition 
rates do not necessarily reflect studeiit performance. They are highly 
affected by program termination policies, ^;hich may account for the 
large proportion of students who leave after their second year. In 
addition, an inactive student r^y have met required academic standards. 



Tables 
Attrition Rates 
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SduJeats leave the University for several reasons (transfar, financial, 
personal, etc.)* ^^-^"^ beeii found that approximately 10 per ceat of 
each U-CLP class leaves tl^e University in good academic standing. 

Student success can be measured in various \7ays, but the one 
ultimate criterion of a successful U-CEP student is his or her graduation 
from the University. Table 4 shows the graduation rates of U-CE? students. 
Tne percentages vary from year to year, and the actual number of graduates 
depends on both ratf^ and class size. The first five years (1968-1972) 
sho-; that 281 (32 per cent) have actually graduated. The predicted 
number of graduates for the first five years is shovm to be 323 (37 per 
cent). This is based on the numbt f active students remaining v7ho 
are in their final year, v/ith <:ood academic standing. As in previous 
years, many of the 1973 studo.its \;ill graduate in their fifth year. 
Projections for 1974 and 1975 ar^i also based on the nuuber of active 
remaining in good academic standing, after con.pleting their second and 
third years. Tne graduation rate is increasing; yearly, and vnll probably 



Table 4 
Graduation Rates 
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center around 55 per cent, although this rmy change uith variations in 
the backgrounds of the U-CEP-lyp.^ sLuJ».:at'. ihj University of Pittsburgh 
has an approxinate 70 per cent ;;^r:id iition r.Mv lor rc^nilar admits. 

A profile of a U-CE? graduates sho./s t!iar on the average he or she 
falls in the upper 2/5 of his or her high school class and had combined 
SAT scores of 800 for inales and 750 for females* ^vHiile this is the 
average, 20 per cent of the student graduates fall in the 4th or bottom 
5th of their high school class and/or had combined SAT scores below 700* 
A study done by the U-CEP offict; showed that the major areas of concen- 
tration for U*-CCP gradates are psychology, speech, economics, education, 
history, political science, and liberal studies. Several students had 
double majors v/hich included Black Studies. Other areas of concentration 
included biochemistry, chemistry, mathematics, biolo<^y, English, urban 
studies, sociology, nursir/;, social vork, geo.^raphy, philosop'.iV, 
engineering, studio arts, languages, computer science, ard the health- 
related professions. 

DISCUSSION 

iTie information in this report represents a suirjuary of U-CZP academic 
student perforn:ance over thj past niie years. It has shown that, given 
a chance, the "hir;Ii-risk'* student can be successful. Several U-Cr''^ students 
have graduated v/iih ho:iors and r:any coatinue on to '^MMduatc school. 
The positivti eri\-ct of colkM;j e:-nosure on those students v;no did noL 
graduate h^s yc( to h(» d'ternir-'d. 
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The report shows that in sor.o areas, student performance fluctuates 
greatly from year to year. Yet, what is net delineated in this report 
is the effect on students of fluctuations in some or all operations of 
U-CEP. For exanple, the rapid gro-.;£:h of the incon^ing U-CEP student 
body from 50 in 1968 to 259 in 1970 may account for the high 1969-1970 
attrition rates. In addition, several changes of directorship ovrer 
nine years affect program policies, which can affect student performance, 
both positively and negatively. Literature on special programs shows 
that too often program eva,l .tion is equated to student evaluation. 
Tnis report should not be considered an evaluation of the U-CEP program. 
It was designed to examine student performance only. The particular 
causes of this performance are subject to further research. 
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